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Of Creputiry. 


0 © edulity woe tene-----2-2+-----2----- 

Security's blind Nurfe! The Dream of Fool:, 

Lhe Drunkard’ s Ape, that feeling for lis Way, 

Bien when he thinks in his deluded Senfe, , 

To jnatch at Safety, falls without Defence. Mason. 


“. 


Office it is to rally the Vices and Follies of human Nature. It is an Opinion 
too generally received, that Man is led ifito all the Crimes and Extravagancies 
; he commits, thro’ Unbelief : And no Wonder this Dodtrine, falfe as it is, 
“ hould be fo vigoroully inculcated by Men whofe Intereft cdn&fts in a Depreffion of the 
tet rational Faculties. To lead a mors! Agent hood-winked, while his Capacities exert 
them(elves With Vigour and Unreftraint, is a perfect Sollecifm: And to enfeble or bind 
them in the Fetters of Credulity, is the only Method to obtain the great End aim'd at 
by many Divines and Politicians, to wit, an univerfal abfolute Dominion over the 
} Minds of Men. The So; phiftry they ufe is plainly reducible to this. Infidelity is of ” 
® fuch a Nature, as to lead Mankind into vicious, and irregular Pradtices ; therefore all 
the Vices ard Irregularitics that Men commit, are the natural, the inevitable 
J Confequences of a Principle of Unbelief; that’ is, to fpeak in Terms of Art, they 
“deduce an wniverfal Confequence from a particular Premife. The Falfity of fuch 
P Reafonings is eafily detected. For tho’ Infidelity is undoubtedly productive of Vice, it ; : 
‘may ftill be argued, that moft of the Enormities of human Nature, proceed not from 
‘Infidelity, but its Oppofite ; I mean, afond and implicit Confidence in the Opinions of 
‘others. A Pofition that may tafily be maintained againft a whole Hoft of civil aw 
~% | ecclefiaftical Tyrants. Such being therefore the Art and Chicanery of fome, my 
oh “Sentiments upon the grand Caufes of our Depravity, will, doubtlefs, incur the Charge of 
© 4 Novelty and Libertinifm. I cannot, however, help thinking, that moft of the Excefles 
4% ntural bom congenial to our Species, are to be deduced from that Source. 


TT Infidelity of the prefent Age, is a common-place Topic with thofe whofe 














Fi yt Ir we turn our Attention to that Sort of Knowledge which is built upon the 
if Obfervation of human Life, we may readily perceive, that an immoderate Credulity 
tt Dis the principal Capi ¢ of all the Lapfes and Irregularities of our Condudt, Strongly. of . 
ae «this Opinion was a judicious Author, who thus delivers himfelf upon the Subject, 

SEE Give me but half a dozen Perfons, whom I can perfuade that it is not the Sun which 

| makes our ~_ Light, and I fiauld not defpair of dsawing whole Nations to embrace 
4 “ the e 
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“ the fame Belief.” Nor, ftrange and impoffible as this Dodtrine may feem, do we 
want Inftances to convince us, that Pofitions, equally abfurd, have, by Numbers, been 
affented to as unqueltionable Truths. Our ‘moft darling Tenets, thould they be tefted 
by the Rules of cool deliberate Reafon, would often turn jout mere Creatures of the 
Authority 6f a Nurfe, a Patent, a Priel, or fome other Perfor to whofe Judgment we 
pay a mot unreferved Deferénce. The Matter maysbe carried fill farther, for fo greas 
is Man's Credulity, that frequently a Fact or Propofition not only derives its Authority 
from its Fitnefs to decéive,” but evett from the Unintelligibtenefs of its Nature, 
powerful Arguments are fuccéfsfally @rawn to ;command our Affent. ‘To verify this 
Obfervation, we need only reflect upon the valt Abufe of Faith, the grand Hinge 

which turns the whole Syftem of Chriftianity. This cardinal Virtue, where it 
in Reality implies 2 bare Affent to the Truth, either of a Fa& or a Doétrine, built upon 
fational Eviderce, is generally perverted into that abfurd and deteftable Kind of 
Credulity, that with infatiate Gluttofiy fwalfows the moft palpable Abfurdities, the mof 
incoherent Dogmas, the moft myfterious and inconfiftent Nonfenfe. So that, in thor, 
under this Notion of Faith, he is the beft Chriftian who difcovers the greateft Avidity 
for an unreftrained Belief of Impofiibilities and Falfhood. The Truth of thefe Things 
thall hereafter be exemplified in the cleareft and moft indifputable Manner. That 
Chriftianity requires any other Belief of the Truth of a Fact or Propofition, than fuch as 
is fupported by rational Tcftimony, I challenge every vigorous Affertor of implicit Faith 
to prove: And yet that the moft palpable Abfurdities arc daily recommended to us, a 
proper Objocts af Chriftian Faith, whoever is the leaft acquainted with Prie/lianity cam 
have no Room to doubt. 


But to return. The Tatk I have propofed to myfelf is very eafy, it being barely 
fo thew, from the following fimple RefleCtions, that we commit more Errors in the 
Conduct of Life upon a Principle of Credulity, than its Oppefite. 


‘Iw order to do this, it will be expedient, precifely to define what I mean by Credulity 
* jand what by Infidelity. Credulity is a Belief of the Trath of a Fact or Propolition 
tinfupperted by rational Evidence : Infidelity (where it fignifies Incredulity) is che Difbeliel 
of the Truth of a Faét or Propofition /upported by rational Evidence. And it may 
obferved as a farther Explanation, that a Fa& or Propofition in itfelf true, 
fo the Perfon believing it upon infufficient or no Evidence, as tho’ it were not true, inet 
v - it would, upon the fame Kind of Evidence, or without any at all, be productive ofs 
credulous Affent, «. were it falfe. Whence it is evident, that the Belicf of all Fats 
‘or Prdpofitions, wheth.. true or falle in themfelves, are to the Perfon who believes them 
without rational Evidence, imputable as tho’ they were falfe : For, as to the Perfon believity 
the Belief of a Fa€ or Propofition without-Evidence, tho’ the Nature of it will admit of 
‘fufficient Evidence to fupport the Truth, is equal to the Belief of it when it's Natu 
will admit of no Evidence ¢o fupport it, that is, when ‘tis falfe. “The Reafon of this® 
plain : For as the Truth is only fuch to the Believer upon proper Evidence, he whe 
ives Credit to what is really true without fuch Evidence, would as readily believe # 
alfhood ; fince to the Perfon believing in a particular Cafe without Evidence, it doe 
hot appear that the Thing he belicves can poffibly have any Evidence in its Support. 


From the above Confiderations, this fair and undeniable Confequence may be drawa, 
hat all Faéts or PropoStions, whether true or falfe in themfelves, fhall indifferently be 
charged upon the Perfon believing them, whether they believe upon infi:fficient Evident 
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oz without Evidence, as direct Falfhoods ; infufficient Evidence and no Evidence, being 
equally inconfiftent with Truth. 


Iv is therefore apparent, that the whole Syftem of a credulous Perfon's Faith, whether 
in Matters purely Chriftian, or Moral, or Civil, even tho’ entirely confiftent with 
Truth, will no more denominate him good and virtuous, than if he had exercifed 
it in the Behalf of palpable Falhhoods. But if this be the Cafe, what becomes 
of the credulous Man's Religion ? Tho” it be true, it thall not be imputable to him as 
fuch, it being unfupported by rational Evidences: Is it falfe, he thall be accountable for 
it ; becaufe he ought never to give his Affent to any Thing that is not recommended 
to him with fufficient Evidence. ‘Dees’ his Religigp, break out iato A&s, he labours — 
under the lamentable Difadvantage of never dolagigoods while he is continually abe 


to the Commiffion of Evil. 


Own the Contrary, the Man who doubts or shell, notwithftanding a Sufficiency 
of Evidence, tho’ his Difbelicf is imputable to him as a Fault, yet he is exempt from 
the Charge of Infidelity, whenever he difbelieves what is falfe. The Infidel in Theory, 
as he will not be fway'd by fufficient Evidence, cannot a fertieri be Suppofed to believe 
what is falfe, or in other Words, what is neceflarily unfupported by Evidence, and 
confequently inconfiftent with his lukewarm Faith. ‘The Unbeliever, and the Credulous 
Man, are equally chargeable with Guilt, the one in difbelieving when there is fufficient 
Evidence to warrant an Affent, the other for believing without Evidence. Befides 
which, the latter is continually inclinable to believe the greateft Untruths with the 
fame Relith that he affents to Truth; becaufe Evidence or no Evidence, the grand 
Critera of Truth and Falfhood, are never a Queflion with him. But to continue the 
Parallel : Thus much may be admitted in favour of both, that no Perfon can poflibly 
be fuppofed fo thorough-paced an Infidel, as to. difbelieve all Truth: Neither is the 
credulous Man, fo entirely devoted to implicit Faith, as abfolumly to believe every 
Thing he mects with. ‘They both err in a Degree, Yetfo much the more fubject to 


Excor are the Credutous than the Unbelieving, that thefe are equally impofed upon, 


borh with Truth and Falfhood, Reality and Fable, while the Fault of thofe lies only 
in difbclieving the Truth. 


But to be convinced how much more we are in Danger of précipitating outfelves 
into Guilt, thro’ a fond Credulity than from @ ‘Principle ‘of Unbelief, we ‘need -ofily 
confider the former Vice in one of its particular Tendencies. As great a Paradox as it 
may feem to reconcile Oppofites, and reduce Things that are in their Nature 
Incompatible, Into a Subferviency to each other, it may Gfely be maintain’d, cht 
nothing opens a wider Door to Infidelity than implicit Belief. For Firft, as he that is 
remarkable for a fteady and invariable Attachment to Trath, is undoubtedly dt the 
fartheft ‘Remove from Infidelity. So on the other Hand, the credulous Man is 
continually expofed to be lured from the Truth, and may be drawn into a 
Defertion of his Principles, by every Wind of Doedtrine. Should he happen to believe 
what is ia itfelf true, yet the Manner of his believing entirely difcredits his Faith, while 
at the fame Time he is as guilty in changing his Opinion, as if he had believed upon 
proper Evidence. Nay, farther, as he has im Reality no Principles, he will be ready 
to change what he calls fuch, as often ‘as new Ones have an Opportunity of making 
an Impreffion on his fluxile Underftanding. He is, therefore, likely to prove the 
preateft Infidel imaginable , becaufe, even when he is fo fortunate as to mect with 


Truth, he is not able to adhere to it. 
SeconDiy, 
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Seconpiy, If the Reafoning above advanced, is jult, the creduloys May <annot 
poflibly cfcape falling into Infidelity. Nay, by being credulous, he actually proves 5 $8 
himfelf an Infidel ; For, to apply the Argument to Chriftianity, there are cortain 
Doétrines revealed to us from Heaven, the Evidence of which is fo clear and obvious, 
that the. meaneft Underftanding inay, in the Ufe of proper Means, attain to the 
Knowledge and Belicf of them. And it is further neceflary to five a Perfon from 
Infidelity, that he believe them as Truths, that is, upon proper Evidence ; becauie * 


they can never be true to him, or any one living, except they carry Evidence with them 


fufficient to evince themfelves fuch. But the Man who believes them upon improper aie 
Evidence, believes them not becaufe they are truc ; he never has ing fought after fuch 
Evidence as is neceflary to afcertain their Truth, and therefore does not believe them, in ~~ 
the. proper Senfe.of Faith, for Truths.. Whence it plainly follows, that if a Belicf of 
the Truth of thofe Doétrines, is neceflary to fave a Man from Infidelity, the credulous — 


‘Man, who does not believe them upon fuch Evidence as is requifite to afcertain their 
Truth, muft, by a fatal Neceffity, be an Infidel. And here a Word of Advice might I 
be given to fume mifs-judging Clergymen, which, fhould they deign to accept, would 
doubtlefs prove more efficacious in deftroying the Kingdom of Darkne(fs, than their 
vociferous Declamations agajnft Infidelity in general, by which, in reality, is too often 
meant, the Priviledge of thinking for ourfelves. A Man, with them, who thinks 
freely, is an Infidel, becaufe his Faith clafhes with their Notions of Orthodoxy. ‘Tho’ 
in Truth, fuch a Difference is far from proving him to be anInfidel. That Word, in 
‘its proper and abftraét Senfe, means no more than the Difbelief of what fufficiently 
appears to be true. It has, however, been found convenient for many, to give it a 
relative Meaning. But the Perfen to whom it is applied, muft be oddly circumftanced, ’ 
fince he may either be a found Believer, or an Infidel, as often as he fhall think proper 
: to change Countries or Climates. B. r 


, T HE Letur fubferibed Common Senfe, is come to hand, and with the Liberty of a few 


Alterations, may be inferted in a Suture Paper. ~s 
The Author is obliged te the Gentleman who fliles himfelf Laicus, and thinks be cannet 
better acknowledge the Favour of bis friendly Rebukey than by inferting bis Letter the firfl* N 
: Opportunity 5 and in the mean Time wifhes the Continuance of bis Correspondence. “ 
The Letter dated at South-Hampton, in Suflolk County, contains too many ju/l Remarks ” 
on our future Collage to be heried in Oblivion, 
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